
.       (  -  ,  -  )

.       (1.00, 1.00)

.       (  -  ,  -  )

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

with estimated predictive interval

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.920

Overall  (I^2 = .%, p = .);

Inpatients

Study

Archer, 2011

Inpatients & outpatients

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Madani, 2003

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Country

South Africa

Saudi Arabia

Saudi Arabia

n/N

4/4

142/160

514/528

0.97 (0.87, 1.00)

ES (95% CI)

1.00 (0.40, 1.00)

0.89 (0.83, 0.93)

0.97 (0.96, 0.99)

0.96 (0.94, 0.97)

100.00

%

Weight

9.58

43.54

46.88

90.42

0.97 (0.87, 1.00)

ES (95% CI)

1.00 (0.40, 1.00)

0.89 (0.83, 0.93)

0.97 (0.96, 0.99)

0.96 (0.94, 0.97)

100.00

%

Weight

9.58

43.54

46.88

90.42

  
0 .1 .2 .3 .4 .5 .6 .7 .8 .9 1

Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with elevated aspartate aminotransferase(AST)

.       (0.00, 1.00)

.       (0.00, 1.00)

with estimated predictive interval

with estimated predictive interval

Heterogeneity between groups: p = .

Overall  (I^2 = 96.86%, p = 0.00);

Laughlin & Siam, 1979/80

Study

Adam, 2010

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Subtotal  (I^2 = 96.86%, p = 0.00)

Inpatients

El Imam, 2009

Egypt

Country

Sudan

Saudi Arabia

Sudan

2/22

n/N

6/18

124/165

45/157

0.36 (0.09, 0.69)

0.09 (0.01, 0.29)

ES (95% CI)

0.33 (0.13, 0.59)

0.75 (0.68, 0.82)

0.36 (0.09, 0.69)

0.29 (0.22, 0.36)

100.00

24.05

%

Weight

23.57

26.20

100.00

26.18

0.36 (0.09, 0.69)

0.09 (0.01, 0.29)

ES (95% CI)

0.33 (0.13, 0.59)

0.75 (0.68, 0.82)

0.36 (0.09, 0.69)

0.29 (0.22, 0.36)

100.00

24.05

%

Weight

23.57

26.20

100.00

26.18
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Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with liver failure

.       (0.00, 1.00)

.       (  -  ,  -  )

.       (  -  ,  -  )

with estimated predictive interval

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.017

Overall  (I^2 = 91.68%, p = 0.00);

Swanepoel, 1979

Community patients

Joubert, 1951

Inpatients & outpatients

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Smithburn, 1949

Kahlon, 2010

Study

Zimbabwe

South Africa

Uganda

Kenya

Country

30/43

1/23

1/8

3/6

n/N

0.31 (0.01, 0.75)

0.70 (0.54, 0.83)

0.04 (0.00, 0.22)

0.46 (0.11, 0.83)

0.13 (0.00, 0.53)

0.50 (0.12, 0.88)

ES (95% CI)

100.00

%

27.13

26.36

73.64

23.79

22.72

Weight

0.31 (0.01, 0.75)

0.70 (0.54, 0.83)

0.04 (0.00, 0.22)

0.46 (0.11, 0.83)

0.13 (0.00, 0.53)

0.50 (0.12, 0.88)

ES (95% CI)

100.00

%

27.13

26.36

73.64

23.79

22.72

Weight

  
0 .1 .2 .3 .4 .5 .6 .7 .8 .9 1

Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with right hypochondriac tenderness

.       (0.00, 1.00)

.       (  -  ,  -  )

.       (  -  ,  -  )

with estimated predictive interval

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.000

Overall  (I^2 = 94.27%, p = 0.00);

Swanepoel, 1979

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Inpatients & outpatients

Study

Kahlon, 2010

Inpatients

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Laughlin & Siam, 1979/80

Zimbabwe

Saudi Arabia

Country

Kenya

Egypt

30/43

21/165

n/N

1/6

4/22

0.29 (0.03, 0.64)

0.70 (0.54, 0.83)

0.13 (0.08, 0.19)

ES (95% CI)

0.17 (0.00, 0.64)

0.64 (0.49, 0.78)

0.13 (0.08, 0.18)

0.18 (0.05, 0.40)

100.00

%

26.51

27.52

Weight

20.65

47.15

52.85

25.33

0.29 (0.03, 0.64)

0.70 (0.54, 0.83)

0.13 (0.08, 0.19)

ES (95% CI)

0.17 (0.00, 0.64)

0.64 (0.49, 0.78)

0.13 (0.08, 0.18)

0.18 (0.05, 0.40)

100.00

%

26.51

27.52

Weight

20.65

47.15

52.85

25.33
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Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with hepatomegaly

.       (  -  ,  -  )

.       (0.00, 0.39)

.       (  -  ,  -  )

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

with estimated predictive interval

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.037

Overall  (I^2 = 52.18%, p = 0.08);

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Kahlon, 2010

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Swanepoel, 1979

Study

Inpatients & outpatients

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Boushab, 2016

Laughlin & Siam, 1979/80

Inpatients

Kenya

Saudi Arabia

Zimbabwe

Country

Mauritania

Egypt

1/6

20/165

1/43

n/N

5/31

5/22

0.11 (0.04, 0.19)

0.02 (0.00, 0.09)

0.17 (0.00, 0.64)

0.12 (0.08, 0.18)

0.02 (0.00, 0.12)

ES (95% CI)

0.13 (0.09, 0.19)

0.16 (0.05, 0.34)

0.23 (0.08, 0.45)

100.00

29.55

6.48

34.51

23.07

Weight

70.45

%

19.69

16.25

0.11 (0.04, 0.19)

0.02 (0.00, 0.09)

0.17 (0.00, 0.64)

0.12 (0.08, 0.18)

0.02 (0.00, 0.12)

ES (95% CI)

0.13 (0.09, 0.19)

0.16 (0.05, 0.34)

0.23 (0.08, 0.45)

100.00

29.55

6.48

34.51

23.07

Weight

70.45

%

19.69

16.25

  
0 .1 .2 .3 .4 .5 .6 .7 .8 .9 1

Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with splenomegaly

.       (  -  ,  -  )

.       (1.00, 1.00)

Inestimable predictive distribution with <3 studies

with estimated predictive interval

Heterogeneity between groups: p = .

Overall  (I^2 = .%, p = .);

Madani, 2003

Study

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Inpatients

Saudi Arabia

Country

Saudi Arabia

507/518

n/N

118/160

0.94 (0.93, 0.96)

0.98 (0.96, 0.99)

ES (95% CI)

0.94 (0.93, 0.96)

0.74 (0.66, 0.80)

100.00

76.36

%

Weight

100.00

23.64

0.94 (0.93, 0.96)

0.98 (0.96, 0.99)

ES (95% CI)

0.94 (0.93, 0.96)

0.74 (0.66, 0.80)

100.00

76.36

%

Weight

100.00

23.64
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Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with elevated alanine aminotransferase(ALT)

Heterogeneity between groups: p = .

Overall  (I^2 = .%, p = .);

Subtotal  (I^2 = .%, p = .)

Van Yelden, 1977

M. Al-Hazmi, 2003

Madani, 2003

Study

Inpatients

South Africa

Saudi Arabia

Saudi Arabia

Country

2/4

71/163

231/384

n/N

0.52 (0.36, 0.68)

0.52 (0.36, 0.68)

0.50 (0.07, 0.93)

0.44 (0.36, 0.52)

0.60 (0.55, 0.65)

ES (95% CI)

100.00

100.00

8.49

44.14

47.37

Weight

%

0.52 (0.36, 0.68)

0.52 (0.36, 0.68)

0.50 (0.07, 0.93)

0.44 (0.36, 0.52)

0.60 (0.55, 0.65)

ES (95% CI)

100.00

100.00

8.49

44.14

47.37

Weight

%
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Proportion

Random-effects meta-analysis

Proportion of RVF patients with elevated lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) This is the S5 fig legend
n – number of patients with the sign or symptom; N – total number of patients in the study assessed for sign or symptom; % - percentage; ES (95% CI) – estimated 95% confidence interval; % weight – percentage weight 
of the study calculated from random effects meta-analysis; I2 – chi-square value; p – p-value; Inpatients – subjects source in the study was hospital based patients requiring admission; Outpatients – subjects source in the 
study was hospital based patients requiring no admission; Inpatients and outpatients - subjects source in the study was both hospital based patients requiring admission and no admission and data collection in the included 
studies was combined; Community patients - subjects source in the study was non-hospital based patients found in the community or at home.

S5 Fig. Forest plots for the common symptoms under the hepatic syndrome

a. b. c.

d. e f.

g.


